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 INTRODUCTION 

Thoroughfare planning is the process used by municipalities and other governmental entities 
to assure development of the most efficient and appropriate street system to meet existing 
and future travel needs. The primary objective of the Thoroughfare Plan is to ensure the 
reservation of adequate right-of-way (ROW) on appropriate alignments and of sufficient width 
to allow the orderly and efficient expansion and improvements of the thoroughfare system to 
serve existing and future transportation needs.  
 
The function of the Thoroughfare Plan is to ensure development of a street system to serve 
both the mobility and access needs of the public, as well as to provide guidance on the general 
alignment and right-of-way required for roadways. The Plan provides guidance on 
thoroughfare system improvements including the existing and planned extension of city 
roadways. 
 
As part of this study effort, the existing Thoroughfare Plan, the Kaufman County Thoroughfare 
Plan and other adjacent cities thoroughfare plans were reviewed. This document identifies 
recommended changes to the existing Thoroughfare Plan Map, the functional classification 
system and the planned cross-sections for the City of Forney in order to more efficiently serve 
the City’s transportation needs. 
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EXISTING ROADWAY NETWORK 

Forney is located in northwest Kaufman County, southeast of Lake Ray Hubbard, east of the 
Cities of Sunnyvale and Mesquite, and west of City of Terrell.  U.S. Highway 80 (US 80) bisects 
the City of Forney and provides connectivity to the west and east.  The City is bordered by ETJs 
of the City, ETJs of other municipalities and unincorporated areas of Kaufman County.  
 
Many of the major roadways serving connectivity and mobility purposes within Forney are 
state maintained Farm-to-Market (FM) Roads such as FM 548 and FM 740. 
 
The existing roadway network that is part of the existing thoroughfare plan was inventoried by 
Lee Engineering.  Data collected for each roadway included the number of lanes, pavement 
type, presence of a divided median and/or center two-way left turn lane (TWLTL).  A summary 
of the field data collected is provided in the Appendix.  This inventory helped identify roadway 
segments that have been constructed and segments that have not been upgraded to current 
thoroughfare plan standards. 
 
24-hour traffic volumes at 10 locations on roadways identified in the existing Thoroughfare 
Plan were collected as part of this study effort in May 2017. Lee Engineering had collected 
24-hour counts two location on FM 548 and on Rogers Boulevard as part of other projects in 
January 2017. These counts were also used in this project. In November 2017, Lee 
Engineering had collected 24-hour traffic counts on Bois D Arc Street as a part of a pedestrian 
study. 
 
TxDOT publishes Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) volume data on statewide planning map 
website. These data for the state roadways passing through the City were also used in this 
Thoroughfare Plan update exercise. Available 24-hour count data collected by other entities 
for their projects were received from the City and were also used in this exercise.  
 
The locations where the traffic volumes were collected are provided graphically in Figure 1, 
while Table 1 summarizes the 24-hour traffic volume data which was collected. 
 
If available, projected daily traffic volumes from the North Central Texas Council of 
Governments’ (NCTCOG) Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) and Kaufman County’s 
thoroughfare plan were used.  For the remaining roadway links volumes were estimated based 
on land uses. 
 
As part of the traffic volume evaluation, existing daily volume-to-capacity ratios were 
calculated for the roadway links where traffic volumes were collected.  The resulting level-of-
service (LOS) information (LOS A to F) was identified and those links which currently operate 
at poor levels of service, LOS E (near capacity) or LOS F (over capacity), are shown in Table 2 
and Figure 2. 
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To calculate daily capacity, per hour per lane capacity values from NCTCOG model, a K Factor 
of 13.5% that corresponds to peak hour traffic percentage (Rage of 12% to 15% for suburban 
area) and a D Factor of 60% that corresponds to percentage of traffic in peak direction during 
the peak hour (Rage of 55% to 65% for suburban area) were used.  Thus, the daily capacity 
for a four lane divided principal arterial in a suburban are like Forney is 22,840 vehicles per 
day (22,840 = 925*2 / (0.135*0.6)).  
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Table 1:  Summary of 24-Hour Traffic Volumes 

Street Name State 
Designation From To 24-Hour 

Volume Notes 

FM 740 FM 740 Stanley Lane Lake Ray Hubbard 
Drive 14,995 2017 TxDOT counts 

FM 740 FM 740 FM 740 Bend Pinson Road/Ranch 
Road 9,093 Lee data collection 

Ridge Crest Road FM 740 Ranch Road FM 548 9,612 Lee data collection 

Lovers Lane   FM 740 US 80 1,261 Lee data collection 

US 80  US 80 western limit eastern limit 66,418 2017 TxDOT counts 

Pinson Road FM 740 US 80 Broad Street 14,619 2017 TxDOT counts 

Trinity Street   western limit Main Street 16 Lee data collection 

Broad Street FM 688 US 80 EBFR Pinson Road 5,110 2017 TxDOT counts 

Broad Street FM 688 Pinson Road Cedar Street 10,644 2017 TxDOT counts 

Broad Street FM 688  Cedar Street FM 548 6,028 2016 KH Study 

Bois D Arc Street   Broad Street Shands Street 6,493 
(8,460) 

2017 TxDOT counts 
(Used Lee data from Bois D Arc 
Pedestrian Study) 

Bois D Arc Street   Shands Street Southerncross Trail 4,092 2017 TxDOT counts 

Elm Street   US 80 Broad Street 1,193 Lee data collection 

Main Street   Bois D Arc Street Chestnut Trail 11,884 Lee data collection 

FM 548 FM 548 Kroger Driveway US 80 EBFR 19,461 Lee data collection 

FM 548 FM 548 US 80 EBFR FM 1641 25,083 2016 KH study 

Walnut Lane FM 548 Southerncross Trail Sycamore Trail 9,000 2015 TxDOT counts 

FM 548 FM 548 Sycamore Trail College Avenue 12,822 Lee data collection 

FM 548 FM 548 College Avenue FM 1641 16,062 Lee data collection 

FM 1641 FM 1641 FM 548 Woodbridge Drive 12,843 2017 TxDOT counts 

Rogers Parkway   FM 548 Monitor Boulevard 1,073 Lee data collection 
Monitor 
Boulevard   FM 1641 FM 741 2,289 Lee data collection 

College Avenue   Bois D Arc Street Mulberry Street 5,088 2017 TxDOT counts 

College Avenue FM 741 FM 548 Monitor Boulevard 12,698 2017 TxDOT counts 
Gateway 
Boulevard   FM 548 US 80 2,835 Lee data collection 

Gateway 
Boulevard   US 80 FM 1641 1,488 Lee data collection 
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Table 2:  Summary of Roadway Segments at or Near Capacity 

Street 
Name From To Current TP 

Designation 

Existing  
Number 

of 
Lanes 

Divided 
24-Hour 
Traffic 

Volume 

Capacity 
(Veh/Day) V/C LOS 

Main 
Street 

Bois D Arc 
Street Chestnut Trail TYPE C 2 No 11,884 6,481 1.83 F 

FM 548 College Avenue FM 1641 TYPE AA 2 No 16,062 10,802 1.49 F 

FM 740 Clements Drive Pinson Road/Ranch 
Road TYPE C 2 No 9,093 6,481 1.40 F 

FM 740 Stanley Lane Lake Ray Hubbard 
Drive TYPE A 2 No 14,995 10,802 1.39 F 

FM 548 Ridgre Crest 
Road Kroger Driveway TYPE AA 2 No 14,468 10,802 1.34 F 

Bois D Arc 
Street Broad Street College Ave TYPE CC 2 No 8,460 6,481 1.31 F 

US 80 Pinson Road FM 548 TYPE AA 4 Yes 68,936 56,790 1.21 F 

US 80 western limit Pinson Road TYPE AA 4 Yes 68,418 56,790 1.20 F 

FM 1641 FM 548 Woodbridge Drive TYPE A 2 No 12,843 10,802 1.19 F 

FM 548 Sycamore Trail College Avenue TYPE AA 2 No 12,822 10,802 1.19 F 

FM 548 US 80 EBFR FM 1641 TYPE AA 4 Yes 25,083 22,840 1.10 F 

Clements 
Drive FM 740 CR 225 TYPE A 2 No 11,728 10,802 1.09 F 

FM 741 Monitor 
Boulevard Windy Lane TYPE A 2 No 9,800 10,802 0.91 D,E 

FM 548 Kroger 
Driveway US 80 EBFR TYPE AA 4 No 19,461 21,605 0.90 D,E 

FM 548 Northern City 
Limit Ridge Crest Drive TYPE AA 2 No 9,475 10,802 0.88 D,E 
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ASSESSMENT OF CURRENT THOROUGHFARE PLAN 

The existing Thoroughfare Plan, shown in Figure 3, was adopted by the Forney City Council in 
2001 and updated in 2010.  Our assessment of the current thoroughfare plan included an 
inventory of existing roadways (described in the previous section), existing City of Forney 
Thoroughfare Plan-related documents and an inventory of surrounding area thoroughfare 
plans. 
 
Inventory of City of Forney and Other Agencies’ Documents 
 
Lee Engineering obtained and reviewed documents including: 
 

• Existing thoroughfare plans from: 
o City of Forney 
o Kaufman County 
o Adjacent cities 

 
• Documents from the City: 

o City’s Comprehensive Plan 
o City’s ETJ limit 
o The most current available aerial imagery 
o The City’s subdivision ordinance 
o Engineering Design Standards (EDS) 

 
• NCTCOG’s current and future mobility plan information pertaining to the City such as: 

o Zone structure 
o Demographics for each zone 
o Roadway network characteristics and projected volumes 

 
Existing Thoroughfare Plan Map 
 
The current roadway classification system used in the existing thoroughfare plan identified 
the following functional classifications: 
 

• Type A  100’ ROW – 4 Lane Divided 
• Type UA – 100’ ROW – 4 Lane Undivided 
• Type AA – 120’ ROW – 4-6 Lane Divided 
• Type DA – Divided Arterial 
• Type UC – Undivided Collector 
• Type B – 84’ ROW – 4 Lane Divided 
• Type C – 60’ ROW – 36’ Pavement 
• Type CC – 60’ ROW – 48’ Pavement 
• Type D – 60’ ROW – 30’ Pavement 
• Type F – 500’ Row – Freeway 
• Type OW – One-way Frontage Road 
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Thoroughfare Design Standards 
 
The 2010 Thoroughfare Plan, 2016 Comprehensive Plan and 2015 Engineering Design 
Standards (EDS) provide geometric design standards that include standards for ROW width, 
number of traffic lanes, lane widths and median widths, as shown in Table 3.  However, the 
thoroughfare classifications and ROW standards provided in the Comprehensive Plan and 
EDS do not directly correspond with those provided in the Thoroughfare Plan.  These 
documents should be aligned to provide consistent guideline in the development of the City 
roadway network. 
 

Table 3:  Comparison of Geometric Design Standards  
 

2015 EDS 
Street 
Type 

Major 
Arterial 

Park-
way 

Minor 
Arterial 

Collector 
Local/ 

NR 
Local/ 

R 
County 
Lane 

Alley 
W/Front Access 

Alley 
W/Rear Access 

Street Class 1 1 2 2 2 3 3 4 4 
FF/Curb 
PVMT W 

48’ 48’ 48’ 36’ 30’ 30’ 24’ 10’ 15’ 

Min ROW 100’ 84’ 60’ 60’ 60’ 50’ 60’ 15’ 20’ 
Lanes 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2 

Parking No No No Yes Yes Yes No No No 
Parkway 17.5’ 10’ 6’ 12’ 15’ 10’ 18’ 2.5’ 2.5’ 
Median 17’ 16’ - - - - - - - 
Bike-Ln N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

2010 Thoroughfare Plan Equivalent 
Street 
Type 

Type-AA 
Type-A 

Type-B 
Type-B 

Type-CC 
Type-CC 
Type-C 

Type C 
Type D 

Type C 
Type D 

N/A N/A N/A 

FF/Curb 
PVMT W 

48’-72’ 
48’ 

48’ 
48’ 
48’ 

48’ 
30’ 

36’ 
30’ 

36’ 
30’ 

N/A N/A N/A 

Min 
ROW 

120’ 
100’ 

84’ 
84’ 
60’ 

60’ 
60 

60’ 
60’ 

60’ 
60’ 

N/A N/A N/A 

Lanes 
4-6 
4 

4 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Parking N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
Parkway N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Median Yes Yes 
Yes 
N/A 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

2016 Comprehensive Plan Equivalent 

Street 
Type 

Prin. Art 
Urban Art 

Greenway Art 
Major Art 

Park-
way 

Minor 
Arterial 

Collector Collector Collector N/A N/A N/A 

FF/Curb 
PVMT W 

94’ 
74’1 

66’ 
65’ 

64’ 48’ 36’ 36’ 36’ N/A N/A N/A 

Min 
ROW 

130’ 
110’ 
104’ 
100’ 

84’ 60’ 60’ 60’ 60’ N/A N/A N/A 

Lanes 

6 
6 
4 
4 

4 4 3 3 3 N/A N/A N/A 

Parking No for all No Yes No No No N/A N/A N/A 
Parkway 12 for all2 4’ 0’ 6’ 6’ 6’ N/A N/A N/A 

Median 
Yes for all except 

UA 
Yes No No No No N/A N/A N/A 

Bike-Ln 
No except 

Geenway Art 
No No No No No N/A N/A N/A 

1: with 13’ bus lane; 2: For urban arterial and Greenway arterial parkway width can be as low as 7’ to accommodate bike lane, street furniture etc. 
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Zoning / Future Land Use 
 
Figure 4 shows the current zoning within the Forney City Limits, while Figure 5 shows the 
future land use plan for the City of Forney.  In addition to these two documents, City staff also 
provided a map of parks, open spaces and trails in the City of Forney. This map is provided in 
Figure 6.  The current zoning, future land uses and planned developments help indicate areas 
where roadway facilities may be needed and the size of these facilities. 
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Comparison with Surrounding Area Thoroughfare Plans 
 
The thoroughfare plans for the surrounding municipalities as well as the thoroughfare plans 
for Kaufman County were obtained and reviewed in order to gain a better understanding of 
how these plans impact one another.  Major differences between these plans and the existing 
City of Forney Thoroughfare Plan are identified below: 
 

• City of Terrell Thoroughfare Plan (2017) 
o There are no roadways that were identified in the City of Forney’s Thoroughfare 

Plan other than US 80 that connects to the City of Terrell. 
o However, the existing City of Terrell Thoroughfare Plan shows two connections 

to Forney. 
• City of Mesquite Thoroughfare Plan (2004) 

o E Scyene Road has identified as a six lane divided roadway with 100’ ROW (A6 
100’) connecting to Church Street of the City of Forney. 

o Church Street is identified as Type A street in the City of Forney’s thoroughfare 
plan. The Type A streets are four lane divided roadway with 100’ ROW.  

o CR 225 has been identified as a Major Arterial (4 to 6 lane divided arterial with 
120’ ROW) in the Kaufman County Thoroughfare Plan. CR 225 has been 
identified as Type A street in the City of Forney’s thoroughfare plan. CR 225 has 
not been identified in the City of Mesquite’s Thoroughfare Plan. 

• Kaufman County Thoroughfare Plan (2016)  
o CR 225 has been identified as a Major Arterial in the Kaufman County 

Thoroughfare Plan. CR 225 has been identified as Type A street in the City of 
Forney’s thoroughfare plan. The alignment of CR 225 does not match between 
the County and the City’s Thoroughfare Plan. 

o Gateway Boulevard between US 80 and FM 1641 has been identified as a 
Major Arterial in the Kaufman County Thoroughfare Plan. Gateway Boulevard 
between US 80 and FM 1641 has been identified as Type A street in the City of 
Forney’s thoroughfare plan. 

o Gateway Boulevard between FM 548 and US 80 has been identified as a Major 
Arterial in the Kaufman County Thoroughfare Plan. Gateway Boulevard between 
FM 548 and US 80 has been identified as Type B street in the City of Forney’s 
thoroughfare plan. The Type B streets are four lane divided roadway with 100’ 
ROW. 

o Iron Gate Boulevard, Windmill Farm Boulevard, Falcon Way and Concord Street 
are identified in the County’s thoroughfare plan but these roadways are not 
identified in the City’s thoroughfare plan. 

o Valley View Road is identified as a Major Arterial in the County’s thoroughfare 
plan while this roadway is identified as a Type B in the City’s thoroughfare plan. 
The Type B streets are four lane divided roadway with 84’ ROW. 

 
These neighboring Thoroughfare Plans, which were considered in developing the proposed 
City of Forney Thoroughfare Plan, are provided in the Appendix.  
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PROPOSED ROADWAY CLASSIFICATION AND CROSS SECTIONS 

The functional classification of highways and streets refers to the classification of roadways 
according to the purpose they serve to the motorists. The intention is to provide reasonable 
similarity of the roadway, roadside, and operating environment within each functional class. 
While classification schemes vary by area type (urban or rural) or by agencies three general 
categories are Arterial, collector and local.  
 
Access and/or mobility governs the roadway classification. The lower classifications are 
intended to provide access to the adjacent land uses with short trips. On the other end higher 
classifications serve primary function of mobility with longer trip lengths and limited access. 
 
Each roadway functional classification has standards that determines the capacity of the 
facility. These standards govern design parameters such as but not limited to the right of way 
(ROW), number of lanes, lane width, median and median width.  
 
Figure 7 provides the graphical illustration of functional classification based on primary 
function of mobility or access. 
 

Figure 7:  Roadway Functional Classification 

  
  

Mobility 

Land Access 

Arterials 

Collectors 

Locals 
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The functional classification system used in the current Thoroughfare Plan was utilized as the 
base of the proposed Thoroughfare Plan, with modifications to classification nomenclature 
and the right-of-way for each classification. The functional classification system in the 
proposed Thoroughfare Plan includes: 
 

• Freeway  
• Major Arterial: 6-lane divided (130’ ROW) 
• Minor Arterial: 4-lane divided (100’ ROW) 
• Major Collector: 4-lane divided or 5-lane (90’ ROW) 
• Downtown Street: 2-lane (90’ ROW) 
• Commercial Collector: 4-lane (70’ ROW) 
• Minor Collector: 2/3-lane (60’ ROW) 

 
 
Table 4 provides the comparison between the existing and proposed fictional classification. 
 

Table 4:  Comparison of the Existing and Proposed Functional Classification  

Existing Thoroughfare Plan Proposed Thoroughfare Plan 

Functional Classification 
ROW 
(Feet) 

Number 
of Lanes 

Divided 
(Yes/No) 

Functional Classification 
ROW 
(Feet) 

Number 
of Lanes 

Divided 
(Yes/No) 

Type F 500 N/A Yes 
Freeway 

TxDOT jurisdiction 
N/A 

Yes Type OF 
(One-way Frontage Road) 

N/A N/A Yes 

Type AA 120 4-6 Yes Major Arterial 130 6 Yes 

Type A 100 4 Yes Minor Arterial 100 4 Yes 

Type UA 100 4 No 
Did not use 

Type DA/UC N/A 

Type B 84 4 Yes 

Major Collector 90 4 Yes 

Major Collector with 
TWLTL 

90 4 No 

Downtown Street 90 2 No 

Type CC 60 4 N/A Commercial Collector 70 4 No 

Type C 60 2-3 No Minor Collector 
With and without TWLTL 

60 2-3 No 
Type D 60 2 No 

   TWLTL = Two way Left Turn Lane 
 
Some of the roadway cross sections shown in the following sections provide adequate right-
of-way for the development of a single left-turn lane at major intersections or access points 
for major traffic generators.  For those cross sections where adequate right-of-way is not 
provided for a single left turn lane at a major traffic generator or intersection, or where dual 
left turn lanes or a right turn lane is needed, additional right-of-way should be reserved to 
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provide the additional lane(s).  For each functional classification, alternative concepts are 
provided in order to allow selection of the most appropriate configuration as part of the 
development and roadway design process. There are alternative layouts presented under 
each designation. Some of these layouts may include the presence of a 10 foot trail.   
 
Freeway  
 
The Freeway designation is a six-lane divided roadway with one-way Frontage-roads within the 
right-of-way.  The primary purpose of this facility is to provide mobility for long trip lengths 
(statewide and interstate), general connectivity within and to areas outside of Forney.  It is 
TxDOT’s prerogative to determine design parameters of this designation.  
 
Major Arterial (130’ ROW) 
 
The Major Arterial designation is a six-lane divided roadway within a 130 foot wide right-of-
way with geometric options shown in Figure 8.  The primary purpose of this facility is to provide 
mobility for long trip lengths and general connectivity within and to areas outside of Forney. 
Higher spacing between driveway/intersections are recommended on Major Arterials. An 
alternative layout presented under this designation may include the presence of a 10 foot trail 
on both sides.  Alternative median widths are also shown in the alternative layouts. A sidewalk 
is shown on both sides of the roadway under all alternatives. Typically, Major Arterials have 
desired operating speeds in the range of 40 - 45 mph. 
 
Minor Arterial (100’ ROW) 
 
The Minor Arterial designation is a four-lane divided roadway within a 100 foot wide right-of-
way with geometric options shown in Figure 9.  The primary purpose of this facility is to provide 
mobility for intermediate trip lengths and general connectivity within and to areas outside of 
Forney.  An alternative layout presented under this designation include the presence of a 10 
foot trail on both sides.  Alternative median widths are also shown in the alternative layouts. 
A sidewalk is shown on both sides of the roadway under all alternatives. Typically, Minor 
Arterials have desired operating speeds in the range of 35 - 40 mph. 
 
A rural Minor Arterial cross section is also a four-lane divided roadway within a 100 foot wide 
right-of-way with geometric option D shown in Figure 9.  This roadway cross section is intended 
for rural areas where open drainage channels are provided (no curb and gutters), although 
particular locations may require an engineered swale with underground pipes. This 
designation include the presence of a 10 foot trail on one side.  A sidewalk is shown on one 
side of the roadway under this alternative. For these rural sections, pavement can be provided 
in the center of the road to provide a five-lane section (left turn lane) at an intersection. 
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Major Collector (90’ ROW) 
 
The Major Collector designation consists of a four-lane divided roadway with a 90 foot wide 
right-of-way and is shown in Figure 10.  This facility serves the primary purpose of collecting 
trips within subareas of Forney and providing access to arterials or other collectors throughout 
the City. Closer access spacing is generally provided on Major Collectors. The alternative 
layouts presented under this designation include the presence of a 10 foot trail on one side 
or both sides.  A sidewalk is shown on both sides of the roadway under all alternatives. 
Typically, Major Collectors have desired operating speeds in the range of 30 - 35 mph. 
 
Downtown Street (90’ ROW) 
 
The Downtown Street designation consists of a Two-lane undivided roadway with a 90 foot 
wide right-of-way and is shown in Figure 11.  This facility serves the purpose of collecting trips 
within the Downtown of Forney and providing access to arterials or other collectors throughout 
the City. The alternative layouts presented under this designation include the presence of 
sidewalks and/or patio seating.  Downtown Streets provide parallel or angled parking. These 
streets could be one-way or two-way. Downtown Streets have desired operating speeds in the 
range of 20 - 30 mph. 
 
Commercial Collector (70’ ROW) 
 
The Commercial Collector designation consists of a Four-lane undivided roadway with a 70 
foot wide right-of-way and is shown in Figure 12.  This facility serves the primary purpose of 
collecting trips within the Industrial/Retail area of Forney and providing access to arterials or 
other collectors throughout the City. These wider streets are intended to accommodate trucks 
and commercial vehicles. Commercial Collectors have desired operating speeds of 30 mph. 
 
Minor Collector (60’ ROW) 
 
The Minor Collector designation consists of three separate cross sections within a 60 foot 
wide right-of-way and is shown in Figure 13.  The first cross section provides a two-way 
undivided roadway section with on-street parking. The second cross section provides a two-
lane undivided roadway section with a center two-way left turn lane (TWLTL) between the two 
through lanes.  The third cross section provides a two-way undivided roadway section without 
on-street parking and TWLTL. This facility serves a similar purpose as the Major Collector, 
collecting trips within subareas of Forney or within a residential subdivision and providing 
access to the larger network of streets throughout the City.  Traffic volumes on these roadways 
are typically lower than Major Collectors. Typical desired operating speeds on Minor Collectors 
are 30 mph. 
 
Local Roadway (50’ ROW) 
 
The Local Roadway cross section, which is not shown on the Thoroughfare Plan, lies outside 
the Arterial and Collector classification and primarily serves residential neighborhoods, with 
houses fronting these roadways, and with sidewalks shown on both sides.  The cross section 
for a Local Roadway is contained within a 50 foot wide right-of-way and is shown in Figure 14. 
Typical desired operating speed on these roadway are less than 30 mph.  
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PROPOSED MASTER THOROUGHFARE PLAN 

The proposed thoroughfare plan for the City of Forney is shown in Figure 15. Proposed 
roadways shown in undeveloped areas are not intended to indicate precise configurations or 
alignments.   
 
The Major Arterials form the primary framework of the proposed roadway system, and are 
intended to carry the longest trips and the highest traffic volumes.  The proposed Major 
Arterials, as shown in Figure 15, are: 

1. Ridge Crest Road (FM 740) 
2. FM 1641 
3. Clements Drive 
4. FM 740 
5. FM 548 
6. CR 225 
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THOROUGHFARE PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS 

It will be necessary to periodically consider and adopt amendments to the Thoroughfare Plan 
to reflect changing conditions and new needs for thoroughfare system improvements and 
development. A systematic procedure should be followed for making plan amendments, 
including a schedule for considering changes. 
 
Typically, plan amendment requests may originate from landowners, civic groups, 
neighborhood associations, developers, other governmental agencies, city staff and other 
interested parties. Proposed revisions should be analyzed by the Planning Director, Public 
Works Director/City Engineer, and other City Staff, and the proposed changes and staff 
recommendations should then be considered by the Planning and Zoning Commission and 
City Council. A public hearing on proposed plan amendments, including advance notice of 
such hearing to obtain input to proposed amendments, is undertaken. The burden for 
establishing compelling reasons for and public benefit of any proposed changes should rest 
with the requesting parties. Decisions and determinations should represent the best interests 
of the public. 
 
Subject to Planning and Zoning Commission recommendation, the revised Thoroughfare Plan, 
including any approved recommended plan amendments, should be submitted and 
considered by the City Council for adoption. The amended plan becomes effective upon 
adoption by the City Council. 
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APPENDIX 

 

 










































































































	Table of Contents
	List of Figures
	List of Tables
	Introduction
	EXISTING ROADWAY NETWORK
	assessment of current thoroughfare plan
	PROPOSED Roadway Classification and CROSS SECTIONS
	PROPOSED MASTER THOROUGHFARE PLAN
	THOROUGHFARE PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS
	APPENDIX
	Combined Appendix.pdf
	19 0221 Existing Inventory
	Counts
	1 - BETWEEN 349-399 W TRINITY ST
	1-NB

	2 - MAIN ST BT S BOIS D'ARC AND ELM
	1-NB

	3 - ELM ST 300 FT N OF CENTER
	1-NB

	4 - FM548 E OF SYCAMORE TRAIL
	1-EB

	5 - MONITOR BLVD BT ROGERS PKWY AND S OF SCHOOL DR
	1-EB

	6 - FM740 BT HILLSIDE DR AND LOVERS LN
	1-EB

	7 - LOVERS LN BT JASON DR AND BOWIE LN
	1-NB

	8 - RIDGE CREST RD BT BRANCH ST AND WOLF DR
	1-EB

	9 - GATEWAY BLVD 700 FT N OF REEDER RD
	1-NB

	10 - GATEWAY BLVD 600 FT S OF CR212
	1-EB

	ROGERS PKWY @ FM 548 - EB APPROACH
	EB

	ROGERS PKWY @ FM 548 - NB APPROACH
	1-NB

	ROGERS PKWY @ FM 548 - SB APPROACH
	1-SB

	ROGERS PKWY @ FM 548 - WB APPROACH
	1-WB

	BOIS_DARC_ST_@_ELM_ST
	BOIS_DARC_ST_@_MAIN_ST

	FinalThoroughfarePlanAdopted2016Aug22_Letter
	Forney Thoroughfare Plan
	Heath TP
	Mesquite Thoroughfare Plan
	Sunnyvale Thoroughfare Plan
	Thoroughfare Plan Seagoville
	19 0221 Existing Inventory.pdf
	Table for Appendix





